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PREFATORY  NOTE 

In  writing  out  this  Sermon  for  publication  I 
have  felt  obliged  to  expand  the  central  portion : 
and  have  added  an  Appendix  on  certain  duties 
the  claim  of  which  seems  to  be  specially  urgent 
on  us  now  and  in  the  near  future. 

E.  L. 

Eton,  August  14,  19 14 
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2  Tim.  i.  7.  For  God  hath  not  given  to  us  a  spirit 
of fear :  but  of  power  and  love  and  of  a  sound  mind 

In  what  I  have  to  say  to  you  this  morning  I 
will  take  the  three  weighty  expressions  of  the 
Apostle  in  a  slightly  different  order  ;  that  is, 
first,  "  a  sound  mind/'  then  "  power,5'  then 
"  love." 

You  remember  that  in  the  solemn  prophecy 
given  by  our  Lord  about  the  end  of  the  world 
there  occurs  the  expression  "  distress  of  nations 
in  perplexity  "  in  close  connexion  with  the 
forecast  of  "  wars  and  rumours  of  wars."  Now 
at  this  moment  in  England  I  am  sure  there  are 
many  people  in  perplexity  as  to  their  deepest 
beliefs  :  and  I  believe  it  is  a  fact  that  of  all  the 
manifold  mischiefs  wrought  by  war,  the  most 
deadly  is  that  it  makes  it  easy  for  us  to  think 
wrongly  about  God,  and  to  misinterpret  the 
message  of  the  Gospel  divinely  given  to  mankind. 
When  we  see  swarms  of  Christians  followers  of 
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the  Prince  of  Peace  gathering  in  unparalleled 
numbers  and  with  desperation  to  massacre  each 
other  and  drench  whole  tracts  of  country  with 
the  blood  of  the  best  and  bravest  men  alive,  and 
that  we  peace-loving  English  are  drawn  into  the 
vortex,  is  it  not  tempting  to  believe  that  Chris- 
tianity is  a  total  failure,  that  the  course  of  this 
world  is  not  being  ordered  by  a  beneficent  God 
but  is  given  over  to  the  random  impulses  of 
human  wilfulness  and  ambition  ?  and  for  fear 
that  such  ideas  may  be  in  the  minds  of  any  here, 
I  will  try  this  morning  to  explain  to  you  first 
what  is  happening,  next  what  this  has  to  do 
with  the  power  wherewith  we  are  endowed, 
thirdly,  what  are  the  obligations  of  the  love  to 
which  we  are  called. 

For  some  fifty  years  or  more  the  leading 
nations  of  the  world  have  banded  themselves 
together  to  find  some  substitute  for  war  for  the 
purpose  of  settling  international  disputes.  We 
sometimes  hear  it  said  that  there  is  no  such 
substitute  and  that  as  long  as  men  are  divided 
into  different  nations  there  is  no  possible  alterna- 
tive from  the  arbitrament  of  the  sword.  But  we 
must  take  note  that  the  more  the  nations  confer 
and  discuss  and  make  agreements  together  the 
more  they  are  staving  off  war  for  the  settlement 
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of  differences,  and  taking  to  peaceful  methods 
instead.  So  it  comes  about  that  compacts  and 
promises  formally  and  deliberately  made  are 
valuable  as  alternatives  to  war  ;  but  only  if  they 
are  respected  :  if  they  are  not,  they  are  merely 
devices  for  throwing  dust  into  each  other's  eyes. 

Therefore,  in  standing  up  for  the  sacredness 
of  public  agreements  a  nation  will  be  standing 
up  for  the  methods  of  peace,  of  reason,  and 
brotherhood,  as  against  those  of  war.  But  we 
have  to  notice  further  that  the  loyalty  of  the 
European  nations  to  the  principle  of  mutual 
understanding  rather  than  of  strife,  has  not 
hitherto  been  either  constant  or  whole-hearted. 
It  has  been  fitful  and  untrustworthy,  and  just 
lately  it  has  been  exposed  to  a  formidable 
challenge  from  the  opposite  quarter  :  that  is  to 
say  from  the  allegiance  to  brute  force  and  self- 
assertion.  What  has  England  done  at  this 
crisis  ? 

It  is  necessary  to  be  guarded  in  what  one  says 
and  stick  to  undeniable  facts.  On  July  23 
Austria  presented  a  challenge  to  Servia  couched 
in  such  provocative  terms  that  it  was  inevitable 
that  Russia  to  protect  her  kinsfolk  would  be 
goaded  into  war.  If  you  read  the  published  corre- 
spondence between  the  ambassadors  you  will  see 
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that  beyond  any  question  England  laboured  hard 
for  a  peaceful  solution.  Into  the  merits  of  the 
Eastern  dispute  I  will  not  enter.  The  facts  are 
that  Russia  declared  war  on  Austria,  and  Germany 
then  on  Russia,  and  France,  I  believe  reluctantly, 
came  to  the  help  of  the  latter,  her  ally.  The 
question  then  arose  what  would  England  do. 
We  still  laboured  for  peace.  There  were  two 
grave  obstacles  to  our  remaining  neutral.  The 
first  was  that  we  were  practically  and  morally 
bound  to  support  France,*  when  attacked  by 
Germany.  This  wras  because  wTe  have  for  many 
years  been  the  defenders  of  the  principle  of  the 
Balance  of  Power  in  Europe  :  a  principle  on 
which  the  liberties  of  many  peoples  depend. 
The  next  was  that  Germany  was  certain  to 
attack  France  through  Belgium,  violating  a 
neutral  country's  frontier,  and  this  she  together 
with  England  and  other  Powers  had  solemnly 

*  I  see  Sir  E.  Grey  has  been  accused  for  saying  that  we 
were  under  no  treaty  obligation  to  fight  in  France's  cause. 
But,  however  this  may  be  from  a  legal  point  of  view,  his  letters 
show  that  he  felt  it  important  to  declare  that  England's  hands 
were  free  :  and  next,  the  affair  of  Agadir  showed  plainly 
enough  that  in  the  event  of  France  being  attacked  by  Germany 
we  should  be  bound  to  intervene.  Moreover,  the  French 
trusting  to  us  had  moved  their  fleet  to  the  Mediterranean,  leaving 
their  north  coast  bare  of  defence.  In  other  words  we  could  not 
have  stood  aloof  even  if  the  Belgian  frontier  had  remained  intact. 
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agreed  not  to  do.  On  England's  warning 
Germany  that  we  could  not  look  on  while  this 
was  being  done,  we  received  an  invitation  on 
July  29  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  stand 
aloof  while  the  neutral  frontier  was  being  violated 
and  France  reduced  to  the  level  of  a  third-rate 
Power. 

Let  us  see  what  that  meant.  For  the  sake  of 
peace  England  was  asked  to  fling  to  the  winds 
her  allegiance  to  principles  higher  than  that  of 
brute  force  and  intrigue  ;  the  principle  of  fidelity 
to  engagements ;  the  principle  that  the  integrity 
of  weaker  nations  should  be  respected  :  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  Balance  of  Power  in  Europe  on 
which  freedom  depends  should  be  maintained. 
England  flatly  rejected  the  proposal :  that  is  to 
say,  that  whatever  may  be  our  interests  as  an 
Imperial  Power,  we  have  entered  on  this 
war  not  for  the  sake  of  maintaining  our  Em- 
pire, but  for  the  assertion  of  a  moral  principle. 
It  is  most  important  to  remember  that  in 
the  two  great  speeches  which  revived  much 
of  the  former  lustre  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
both  Sir  E.  Grey  and  Mr.  Asquith  made 
this  perfectly  plain.  It  is  true  that  the 
former  pointed  out  the  fatal  results  to  our 
existence  as  an  Imperial  Power  of  a  policy  of 
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non-intervention,  but  there  was  no  mistaking  the 
incidental  character  of  this  argument.  The  main 
and  sufficient  reason  why  we  took  up  arms  was 
to  defend  the  principle  of  fidelity  to  international 
engagements.  Now,  as  long  as  the  pledges  given 
are  held  to  be  sacred  and  are  faithfully  observed, 
a  definite  step  forward  has  been  made  from  the 
appeal  to  violence  which  for  centuries  was 
thought  to  be  the  only  possible  solution  of  inter- 
national disputes.  But  if,  after  such  a  civilized, 
reasonable,  and  pacific  method  of  relying  on  the 
different  Governments'  sense  of  fair  play  and 
other  high  instincts  has  been  tried  and  has 
received  the  sanction  of  respect  and  obedience 
from  the  majority  of  countries,  it  is  then  publicly 
flouted  by  one,  then  a  step  is  taken  backwards 
towards  the  barbarism  from  which  we  hoped 
we  were  emerging.  That  is  exactly  what  has 
happened.  Germany  has  not  only  violated  the 
rights  of  a  small  neutral  nation  which  she  has 
definitely,  publicly,  and  formally  promised  to 
observe,  but  she  has  invited  us  to  sanction  this 
outrage  and  so  violate  our  own  equally  sacred 
engagement.  It  must  further  be  recognized  that 
Germany,  having  gone  so  far,  has  made  it 
impossible  for  us  to  doubt  what  her  next  step 
would  be.    It  is  plain  that  she  has  committed 
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herself  to  the  policy  of  force  without  compromise  ; 
and  the  question  before  England  was  not  whether 
it  was  wise  to  stand  by  and  see  our  Empire 
endangered,  but  whether  it  was  right  for  her  to 
sanction  a  principle  which  the  greater  number 
of  States  has  outgrown,  and  by  so  doing  to  lower 
the  general  standard  of  international  right  and 
wrong,  not  only  of  Europe,  but  of  all  mankind. 

This  last  phrase  requires  some  justification. 
Unless  it  is  a  wild  exaggeration,  how  infinitely 
momentous  is  the  truth  it  contains  !  Some 
measure  of  accuracy  most  people  would  concede 
to  the  words  when  they  remember  that  as  com- 
pared even  with  1870  the  present  age  is  one  of 
quite  unparalleled  inter-cornmunication  all  round 
the  globe.  Obviously  it  is  true  that  what  we  do 
in  Europe  we  do  while  we  are  "  encompassed  by 
a  great  cloud  of  witnesses  "  :  a  greater  cloud  than 
ever  scrutinized  our  actions  at  any  previous 
time  :  and  the  outbreak  of  the  most  terrible  war 
that  ever  was  known  is  now  submitted  to  the 
judgment  of  practically  the  whole  of  mankind. 

But  striking  and  dramatic  though  that  fact  is, 
it  is  insignificant  unless  we  bear  in  mind  that 
many  millions  of  people  in  the  Far  East  are 
looking  on  at  the  European  stage  not  as  uninter- 
ested spectators  but  intently,  with  a  great  object 
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in  view.    They  are  eager  to  gather  from  the 
drama    something    indispensable    to  mankind 
which  they  have  recently  lost  owing  to  their 
nearer  contact  with  Western  civilization.  That 
something  is  nothing  less  than  a  principle  by 
which  to  interpret  this  human  life  of  ours  :  an 
answer  to  the  questions  :  "  Is  there  an  Unseen 
Power  that  guides  the  course  of  things  ?  "  and  if 
so,  "  What  is  to  be  our  relation  to  our  fellow 
men  ?  "    Travellers  and  missionaries  all  tell  the 
same  tale  of  India,  China,  and  Japan.  Those 
swarming  hordes  of  coloured  people  have  felt 
their  own  old  solution — such  as  it  was — of  the 
eternal  problems  of  duty  and  inclination,  hope 
and  despair,  joy  and  cynicism,  shattered  by  the 
impact  of  Western  life.    For  many  decades  of 
years  the  European  and  American  traders  and  a 
great  many  of  the  agents  of  Government  settled 
among  them  have  with  apparent  unanimity  given 
a  somewhat  singular  answer  to  the  great  ques- 
tion.   "  We  speak  to  each  other  and  to  the  rest 
of  the  world,"  they  say,  "  of  the  truth  of  the 
words,   '  The   weak-spirited    shall   possess  the 
earth,'  but  all  our  outward  actions  are  based  on 
the  conviction  that  naked  competition,  the  out- 
witting of  your  neighbour  by  trickery  and  force 
is  the  secret  of  progress,  happiness,  and  national 
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strength. "  This  message  has  been  delivered  to 
the  expectant  millions  with  grim  persistency, 
though  occasionally  interrupted  by  tidings  of 
something  unspeakably  higher  and  more  con- 
sonant to  their  deepest  instincts.  But  they  re- 
main still  in  uncertainty  :  and  at  this  juncture 
they  learn  that  when  strife  on  an  unheard-of 
scale  breaks  out  in  Europe,  it  is  because  one 
nation  has  for  about  seventy  years  been  relying 
on  force  and  cunning,  and  has  quite  plainly 
invited  others  to  do  the  same.  Among  those 
others  the  large  majority  have  found  themselves 
in  such  a  position  that  apparently  their  national 
safety  and  sense  of  stability  and  order  depend  on 
immediate  action  of  a  forceful  kind.  That  is  to 
say  these  things  are  for  them,  as  far  as  human 
foresight  can  discern,  in  jeopardy  :  whatever 
action  therefore  they  take  at  this  time  of  crisis 
must  be  interpreted  in  the  light  of  national  peril. 
"  But,"  say  the  far  Easterns,  "  is  there  not  one 
nation  whose  mind  is  not  fettered  by  fear  ?  who 
is  free  to  act  on  a  law  higher  than  short-sighted 
self-interest  and  rivalry  which  somehow  all  in 
their  heart  of  hearts  disavow  ?  "  The  answer 
comes,  "  Yes,  there  is.  Owing  to  her  position 
as  an  island  and  by  the  trend  of  her  historical 
development  England  has  been  blessed  with  an 
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immunity  from  haunting  anxieties  and  the 
fiercest  stress  of  conflict :  and  at  this  moment  she 
alone  can  freely  weigh  the  questions  whither  the 
mighty  world  movements  are  tending,  and  how 
far  do  honour  and  justice  dictate  participation  in 
the  tumultous  adjustments  of  international  life." 
Clearly  then  for  these  myriad  spectators,  on  the 
action  of  that  one  nation  much  depends.  If  she 
decides  that  at  this  crisis  the  desire  for  ease  and 
for  an  unbroken  commercial  routine  is  to  be  held 
as  supreme  over  the  dictates  of  honour  and 
fidelity  to  compact,  and  more  sacred  than  the 
obligation  to  protect  the  liberties  of  the  weak, 
which  she  has  definitely  undertaken  to  fulfil  ; 
then,  of  course,  we  shall  know  that  all  her  fine- 
sounding  protestations  about  duty  and  justice, 
equity  and  the  like  have  been  merely  a  clever 
device  for  hoodwinking  other  people,  and  that 
in  reality  when  it  comes  to  a  pinch  there  is  only 
one  law  at  work  in  the  world  :  the  law  of 
cunning  competition  and  brute  force,  and  "  the 
devil  take  the  hindmost. " 

But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  the  cloud  of  wit- 
nesses see  England — for  she  it  is  of  whom  we 
speak — moved  throughout  her  length  and  breadth 
by  a  mighty  desire  to  deal  faithfully  with  her 
obligations,  and  facing  risks  of  immense  loss  of 
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blood  and  treasure  and  of  life's  tranquillities  in 
order  that  she  may  vindicate  the  supremacy  of 
the  higher  law,  then  they  will  understand  that  a 
new  meaning  has  been  given  to  this  baffling 
kaleidoscopic  scene  of  weal  and  woe  which  we 
call  life  ;  a  new  light  has  been  shed  on  its  weird 
shadows,  and  the  prospect  before  humanity  has 
been  lit  up  by  a  hope  vitally  powerful  because  it 
is  not  of  the  earth,  and  unfailing  because  it 
beckons  us  onwards  into  regions  undreamed  of 
by  the  children  of  this  world. 

It  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  England  has 
chosen  the  latter  part  at  a  moment  when,  as  far 
as  we  can  tell,  the  very  highest  issues  are  at  stake. 
There  were  a  few  hours  of  supreme  anxiety  when 
it  seemed  as  if  the  Cabinet  were  divided  and  the 
question  blurred  with  extraneous  considerations 
of  only  ephemeral  importance.  But  the  chal- 
lenge grew  sharper  in  its  tone  ;  the  temptation 
offered  was  too  coarse  to  enthral  the  imagination, 
and  the  betrayal  to  which  we  were  invited  was 
too  base.  So  on  Sunday,  the  2nd  of  August,  the 
die  was  cast,  and  the  country  with  a  noble 
unanimity  turned  to  prepare  itself  for  a  sacrifice 
the  greatness  of  which  cannot  yet  be  measured. 
And  not  only  this  country,  but  the  Colonies  too 
felt  the  spell  of  high  endeavour,  and  promptly  and 
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resolutely  have  set  their  hands  to  the  same  lofty 
effort,  more  than  half  conscious,  in  their  unpre- 
tentious English  way,  of  a  call  to  lift  the  political 
feeling  of  the  civilized  masses  of  mankind. 

Of  course,  like  everything  really  great,  this 
choice  will  be  grossly  misunderstood.  No  notice 
need  be  taken  of  ordinary  jeers  or  low-minded 
cavils  ;  but  there  may  be  some  who  doubt  whether 
this  estimate  of  events  is  not  too  idealistic  to  be 
quite  true.  They  will,  perhaps,  prefer  to  think 
that  England  has  merely  done  an  ordinary 
straightforward  thing,  and  the  less  said  about  it 
the  better.  Is  there  not  also  a  considerable 
danger  in  our  overrating  our  own  virtues  ? 

Undoubtedly  there  is,  and  I  should  be  very 
sorry  to  add  to  the  danger.  But  there  is  another, 
and  to  my  mind  far  more  serious,  danger  in  our 
tendency  to  minimize  great  moral  moments  in 
history  :  to  conceive  of  life  as  a  drab,  dull  thing 
instead  of  what  it  is,  a  drama  of  thrilling  and 
absorbing  interest.  Nor  do  I  see  where  this 
statement  is  open  to  the  charge  of  excess.  It  is 
literally  true  that  England  has  undertaken  a  task 
involving  huge  self-sacrifice  mainly  for  the  sake 
of  a  moral  principle.  If  ever  a  nation  has  done 
the  same  with  such  single-mindedness,  which  is 
very  doubtful  indeed,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
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the  risks  of  appalling  losses  are  far  igreater,  and 
the  circle  of  spectators  enormously  vaster  than  at 
any  ^previous  crisis.    I  am  not  attempting  to 
exalt  our  idea  of  our  own  merit,  but  it  is  our 
bounden  duty  to  estimate  rightly  the  meaning  of 
what  is  happening.   I  write  in  what  is  called  the 
lull  before  the  storm,*  when  we  are  daily  expect- 
ing news  of  ghastly  losses  of  our  best  and  bravest 
in  the  first  big  battle  of  this  unparalleled  war. 
But  whatever  in  the  way  of  calamity  may  be 
before  us,  we  may  feel  certain  that  it  will  be  the 
kind  of  suffering  that  is  the  inevitable  cost  of 
raising  the  tone  of  humanity  on  a  large  scale. 
If  anyone  disputes  this  statement  I  ask  him  to 
refer  once  again  to  the  Prime  Minister's  speech. 
Its  momentousness  was  not  because  it  was  power- 
ful, or  lucid,  or  eloquent,  though  it  was  all  of 
these,  but  because  it  expressed  with  unmistak- 
able sincerity  the  best  feelings  of  the  mass  of  the 
nation  on  a  very  great  moral  issue.    Fidelity  to 
engagements  and  the  protection  of  the  weak  : 
these  are  not  common  or  selfish  causes.  But 
the  appeal  to  the  country  to  espouse  them  acted 
with  electric  effect,  and  the  greater  the  sacrifice 
to  which  we  are  now  committed  the  greater  will 
be  its  redemptive  action  on  the  world. 

*  August  ii. 
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God  hath  "  called  us  to  a  sound  mind."  He 
has  also  called  us  to  "  power."  That  means  in  a 
time  like  this  that  we  must  nourish  an  uncon- 
querable hope  in  the  power  of  self-sacrifice. 
Untold  evils  are  left  to  grow  and  poison  our 
lives  merely  because  serious-minded  people 
doubt  their  own  power.  No  one  ever  yet  faced 
losses,  bereavement,  and  privation  for  the  sake  of 
honour  and  straight  dealing  without  lifting  the 
world  to  a  slightly  higher  level.  But  when  this 
is  done  on  a  vast  scale  by  a  "  mighty  and 
puissant "  people,  why  should  we  be  so  faint- 
hearted as  to  doubt  that  lasting  good  will  be 
done  ?  And  there  is  nothing  else  worth  living 
for  in  comparison  with  this. 

But  more  difficult  than  to  understand  the  facts, 
or  to  believe  in  our  spiritual  power,  is  to  practise 
the  solemn  command,  "  Love  your  enemies." 
The  first  condition  of  obedience  here  is  to  see 
what  can  be  said  for  their  point  of  view.  How 
has  it  come  about  that  a  great  country,  famed  for 
its  mighty  contributions  to  human  culture,  is 
now  committed  to  a  barbarous  principle  which 
other  nations  see  to  be  outworn  ?  For  an  answer 
think  of  their  past  :  the  Thirty  Years  War :  the 
wars  of  Frederick  the  Great  :  then  the  smashing 
blow  of  Jena,  at  the  beginning  of  last  century  : 
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then  the  wonderful  recovery,  started  in  educa- 
tional effort,  developed  by  Bismarck's  policy  of 
blood  and  iron,  which  was  crowned  by  dazzling 
success  in  1871.  The  leaders  of  the  people  now 
have  been  sedulously  taught  to  believe  that  brute 
strength  established  their  Empire  and  made  them 
a  great  people.  If  England  had  been  through 
the  same  experiences  should  we  be  able  now  to 
rise  to  the  higher  level  of  thought  and  feeling  ? 
I  remember  once  a  young  man  speaking  con- 
temptuously of  his  neighbour  and  an  older  man 
gently  rebuking  him.  "  Yes,  but  remember  he 
has  not  had  your  advantages."  I  trust  that  one 
of  the  lessons  we  shall  learn  from  this  great 
clashing  of  Christian  nations  in  conflict  will  be 
to  "  judge  righteous  judgment. "  Again,  though 
we  are  fighting  for  peace  and  equity  and  honour, 
and  must  fight  to  a  finish,  we  have  to  remember 
that  brutality  can  only  be  undermined  by  gentle- 
ness, and  it  is  possible  to  wage  even  a  modern 
war  like  gentlemen.*  There  is  something 
inspiring  in  the  thought  of  championing  a  lofty 
principle  in  our  rough  international  relations. 
But  if  we  fight  for  peace  and  equity  we  must 
let  all  our  doings  be  coloured  by  considerate- 
ness  and  scrupulous  fair  play,  else  the  privilege 
*  See  Appendix. 

19 


WHAT  ARE  WE  FIGHTING  FOR  ? 

of  being  on  the  right  side  will  be  thrown 
away. 

Those,  then,  are  the  reasons  why  we  are 
donning  our  armour  once  again.  In  the  House 
of  Commons,  just  after  it  was  settled  that  we 
must  fight,  a  member  of  the  peace  party  rose 
to  protest  against  the  apparent  satisfaction  with 
which  many  members  entered  on  their  tremendous 
undertaking.  There  was  no  need  to  protest.  The 
purer  the  motive  with  which  we  enter  on  suffering 
the  greater  must  be  the  joy.  Can  we  not  agree 
together  to  act  in  this  matter  constantly  in  the 
spirit  of  Christ  ?  We  need  to  learn  that  there  is 
no  following  of  our  Lord  except  by  doing  the 
will  of  God  with  joy.  Unless  the  whole  nation 
is  wofully  in  error,  which  I  cannot  believe,  we 
are  given  the  glorious  opportunity  of  sacrificing 
much  that  we  treasure  for  the  simple  object  of 
bringing  His  kingdom  nearer  than  it  was.  Let 
us  then  humbly  imitate  Him  who  spake  words 
of  mighty  import  not  long  before  His  Passion. 
"  I  have  a  baptism  to  be  baptized  with,  and  how 
am  I  straitened  till  it  be  accomplished  !  "  Or, 
as  it  was  reported  of  Him  by  an  unknown  writer, 
looking  back  and  recalling  His  demeanour  as  the 
trial  drew  nigh,  "Who  for  the  joy  that  was  set 
before  Him  endured  the  Cross,  despising  the 
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shame."  The  same  truth  is  taught  us  by  our 
prophet-poet,  Wordsworth,  in  the  following 
imperishable  words  with  which  I  will  conclude  : 

Who  is  the  happy  warrior?    Who  is  he 
That  every  man  in  arms  should  wish  to  be  ? 
It  is  the  generous  spirit  .  .  . 
Who  doomed  to  go  in  company  with  pain 
And  fear  and  bloodshed,  miserable  train, 
Turns  his  necessity  to  glorious  gain  ; 
In  face  of  these  doth  exercise  a  power 
Which  is  our  human  nature's  highest  dower : 
Controls  them  and  subdues,  transmutes,  bereaves 
Of  their  bad  influence ',  and  their  good  receives. 

•  •  •  •  • 

But  who  if  he  be  called  upon  to  face] 

Some  awful  moment  to  which  Heaven  hath  joined 

Great  issues  good  or  bad  for  human  kind, 

Is  happy  as  a  lover  ;  and  attired 

With  sudden  brightness ,  like  a  man  inspired : 

And  through  the  heat  of  conflict  keeps  the  law 

In  calmness  made  and  sees  what  he  foresaw  ; 

Or  if  an  unexpected  call  succeed, 

Come  when  it  will,  is  equal  to  the  need. 


Such  was  the  spirit  of  our  Lord  and  Master 
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and  we  have  to  remember  that  He  promised  us 
what  He  did  we  could  do. 

Lift  up  your  hearts  !  We  lift  them  up  unto 
the  Lord. 
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CERTAIN  PRACTICAL 
CONSIDERATIONS 

The  awful  spectacle  of  the  foremost  nations  of 
the  world,  all  nominally  Christian  and  at  strife 
with  each  other,  is  a  summons  to  each  one  to 
examine  his  own  fundamental  ideas  of  conduct 
in  the  light  of  the  following  considerations  : 

The  war  has  come  about  through  a  wide- 
spread and  long-continued  revolt  against  the 
leading  precepts  of  the  Gospel  ;  notably  those 
which  concern  happiness  as  dependent  on  giving, 
not  on  getting  ;  and  power  as  resulting  not  from 
self-assertion,  but  from  meekness.  Where  there  has 
been,  or  is,  a  following  of  those  precepts,  light 
dawns  in  the  darkness,  and  the  vision  of  restful- 
ness,  growth,  and  concord  becomes  clearer  before 
our  minds. 

Now,  this  being  so,  what  follows  ?  We 
English  have  to  learn  a  singularly  distasteful 
lesson  :  viz.  to  be  severe  towards  ourselves  and 
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not  only  tolerant  of  our  neighbours,  but  under- 
standing of  their  national  tempers  and  aims.  It 
would  be  a  blessed  matter  if  we  could  discontinue 
the  opposite  practice,  to  which  we  have  for  years 
been  attached  :  namely,  of  talking  humorously, 
but  not  correcting,  our  huge  national  short- 
comings ;  and  talking  savagely,  but  not  under- 
standing, those  of  our  neighbours.  For  instance, 
how  much  pleasanter  it  is  to  go  to  the  Continent, 
seek  out  a  comfortable  hotel,  and  play  golf  with 
our  countrymen,  than  patiently  make  friends 
with  the  foreigners,  learn  their  language,  and 
show  respect  for  their  social  customs  !  But 
how  plain  it  is  that  sheer  indolence  has  made 
us  neglect  this  duty  and  stupidly  pursue  the 
pleasure.  The  days  are  gone,  thank  God,  when 
Englishmen  swaggered  into  France  and  insulted 
the  people  with  the  grossest  disregard  of  their 
canons  of  taste  ;  or  when  the  old  English  lady, 
unable  to  get  an  attendant  in  the  Louvre  to 
show  her  the  way  out,  sat  herself  on  a  chair 
and,  by  way  of  intimidating  them  all,  screamed 
"  Waterloo  !  "  But  in  regard  to  the  Germans 
we  stand  amazed  at  their  inability  to  understand 
us.  We  plume  ourselves  on  our  good  qualities, 
and  note  that  by  misconstruing  them  our  enemy 
has  brought  untold  difficulties  on  himself.  Yet 
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the  first  duty  incumbent  on  us  is  to  recognize  an 
unpalatable  fact  ;  that  this  drenching  of  Europe 
with  the  blood  of  brave  men  is  the  outcome 
of  deep  international  misunderstandings  ;  and 
without  concerning  ourselves  with  the  failings 
of  others,  we  must  ask,  what  have  we  indi- 
vidually done  to  remove  them  ?  Alas  !  and 
Alas  ! 

In  the  next  place  we  must  get  out  of  the 
habit  of  going  to  church  and  repeating,  or  rather 
mumbling,  beautiful  phrases  without  the  haziest 
intention  of  either  understanding  them  or  prac- 
tising them.  We  hear  a  profoundly  instructive 
story  of  how  St.  Paul  taught  his  colleagues  that 
Christianity  was  for  the  Gentiles  not  the  Jews 
only  ;  that  we  are  members  one  of  another  ;  and 
we  wax  sentimental  over  the  Psalm  about  dwell- 
ing together  in  unity.  But  not  one  man  in 
a  thousand  knows  that  the  English  want  of 
sympathy,  the  German  blundering,  the  sensuality 
of  the  Latin  races,  are  all  injurious,  nay,  deadly 
evils  for  us  all.  The  pulsations  of  these  national 
sins  vibrate  over  the  whole  world  :  and  every 
symptom  of  them  should  fill  each  one  of  us  with 
apprehension  and  dismay  instead  of  quickening 
our  self-righteousness,  or  adding  another  scale  to 
the  rich  store  that  already  blocks  our  vision. 
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The  sign  of  criminal  stupidity  in  this  vital 
matter  is  angry  railing.  Thank  God  we  have 
refrained  from  this  since  the  war  began.  But 
before  us  is  the  duty  not  only  of  understanding 
our  Teutonic  kinsfolk,  in  which  we  have 
miserably  failed  ;  but  a  much  harder  task,  namely, 
to  understand  the  Slavs  :  and  if  we  and  our 
posterity  fail  in  that,  another  Armageddon  im- 
pends in  less  than  fifty  years. 

To  go  to  a  different  subject.  We  ought  to 
have  learnt  from  our  Bibles  that  the  word  sacri- 
fice means  a  willing  offering  and  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  an  unwilling  loss.  This 
was  one  of  the  very  greatest  of  the  corrections  of 
current  religious  ideas  that  Christ  made.  But 
we  conspire  together  to  talk  and  act  as  if  every 
young  life  we  surrender  to  the  call  of  duty  to 
loyalty  to  God  were  a  loss  to  be  merely  mourned 
over.  Let  alone  the  blank  heathenism  of  our 
ordinary  feelings  about  a  funeral,  what  defence 
can  there  be  for  the  practice  of  elaborate  and 
expensive  mourning  garments  when  a  soldier 
has  been  taken  from  us  at  the  moment  of 
heroism  ;  of  obedience  and  self-devotion  ?  Nay, 
more  than  this.  It  is  not  certain  that  we  shall 
win  in  this  war.  The  readiness  of  heart  for 
what  may  come  must  take  the  form  of  our 
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nerving  ourselves  to  bear  the  worst  :  and  that 
can  only  be  by  piercing  through  the  husk  of 
appearance  down  to  the  truth  that  if,  after  we 
have  done  our  real  utmost — not  unless — we  are 
beaten  and  the  cause  of  brute  force  triumphs  for 
a  time,  we  must  still  be  certain  that  the  example 
of  England  will  in  the  long  run  undermine  it. 
For  this  purpose  it  is  impossible  to  say  how  keen 
the  anguish  may  be  which  is  before  us.  What 
we  must  incessantly  remind  ourselves  of  is  the 
plain  truth  that  without  pain  there  is  no  raising 
or  cleansing  of  the  collective  opinion  of  the 
human  race. 

In  close  connexion  with  this  last,  let  us 
consider  another  duty  to  which  our  common 
Christianity  draws  us.  We  are  sickened  and 
enraged  at  the  records,  be  they  true  or  false,  of 
German  brutality.  Now,  as  the  whole  of  this 
black  hour  is  due  to  disobedience  to  the  precepts 
of  Christ,  what  are  we  to  say  to  the  solemn 
words  :  "  Love  your  enemies  "  ?  What  are  we  to 
do  in  presence  of  that  ineffable  example  which 
showed  what  the  fulfilment  of  these  words 
means  ?  A  noble  letter  was  written  a  few  days 
ago  to  the  Times,  which  urged  that  we  should 
"make  war  like  gentlemen. "  This  we  have 
already  begun  to  do.     But  I  would  go  further. 
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If  we  have  any  lady  nurses  to  spare,  why  should 
we  not  send  some  over  to  work  for  the  wounded 
Germans  ?  There  is  no  other  way  of  dealing 
with  barbarous  and  brutal  warfare  which  ought 
to  be  considered  for  a  moment  by  the  War  Office 
of  a  Christian  country,  except  of  course  fair 
fighting.  Some  suggest  that  we  should  try  our 
clumsy,  unskilled  hands  at  spying,  bomb-throwing, 
poisoning  horses,  and  the  like.  This  would  be  fatal 
to  the  cause  on  which  we  are  engaged.  Black- 
guardism stimulates  blackguardism,  but  the 
sovereign  solvent  of  it  is  mercy.  Moreover,  mercy 
of  this  sort  would  not  only  inspire  our  enemy 
with  the  desire  to  play  fair,  but  it  would  help 
forward  the  cause  of  peace  by  demonstrating 
afresh  the  unbelievable  absurdity  of  war. 

Lastly,  as  Lord  Sydenham  has  truly  said,  we 
shall  not  survive  this  terrible  business  unless  we 
remain  united  among  ourselves.  The  quicken- 
ing of  the  spirit  of  unity  throughout  the  British 
Isles,  which  has  marked  the  last  ten  days  (from 
August  2)  and  made  the  time  the  most  glorious 
that  any  living  man  can  remember,  gives  hope 
that  when  the  dread  chastisement  is  passed,  we 
may  see  how  to  rid  ourselves  of  the  spirit  of 
disunion  in  politics  and  public  life.  There  are 
at  least  two  grand  objects  to  aim  at,  one  supremely 
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difficult  to  compass  ;  the  other,  I  think,  certainly 
not  out  of  our  range.  The  first  is  so  to  handle 
the  problems  of  Capital  and  Labour  as  to  demon- 
strate that  whether  successful  or  not,  we  of  the 
wealthier  classes  have  the  same  object  in  view  as 
the  whole  mass  of  working  men,  clerks,  opera- 
tives, &c. — namely,  the  establishment  of  stable 
peace  and  the  abandonment  for  ever  of  coercion 
and  brute  force.  Whether  real  progress  will  be 
made  in  this  direction  during  the  next  hundred 
years  depends  on  how  many  people  in  the 
country  are  convinced  that  evils  are  permitted 
among  us  in  order  that  we  may  overcome  them 
with  good.  Any  other  sentiment  about  them, 
when  it  is  translated  into  action,  will  certainly 
perpetuate  them,  even  though  it  professes  to 
bring  them  to  an  end. 

The  other  object  is  much  simpler.  The  dis- 
cords introduced  among  us  by  party  spirit  in 
the  House  of  Commons  were  so  grave  that  the 
Germans  apparently  thought  we  should  never  be 
united  again.  How  long  then  are  we  going  to 
tolerate  this  poisonous  party  system  ?  In  a  very 
recent  number  of  the  Edinburgh  Review  is  a  most 
tantalizing  description  of  the  Swiss  system  of 
government  whereby  the  country  is  ruled  by  a 
Board  of  the  best  citizens  who  retire  by  rotation, 
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but  never  dream  of  resigning  because  a  govern- 
ment Bill  is  defeated.  Why  should  they  ? 
When  they  fail  in  passing  a  measure  designed 
for  the  improvement  of  the  nation's  life,  they 
set  to  work  to  frame  a  better  one.  This  is  the 
simple  method  adopted  wherever  in  England 
things  go  pretty  well.  I  would  suggest  that  as 
a  beginning  of  the  change,  our  two  parties 
should  agree  in  securing  that  as  far  as  can  be 
arranged,  every  new  government  should  look 
forward  to  five  years  of  uninterrupted  Office  no 
matter  how  often  their  Bills  were  rejected.  The 
purging  of  our  legislative  atmosphere  which 
would  result  from  this  change  alone  is  in- 
calculable :  but  the  events  of  the  last  ten  days 
make  it  seem  as  a  reasonable  possibility. 

One  word  more.  There  seems  still  to  be  a  vast 
number  of  young  men  in  England  who  ought  to 
enlist  and  won't  enlist.  Some  seem  to  think  they 
will  be  as  well  off  if  Germany  wins  as  they  are 
now.  Let  them  ponder  then  on  the  position  it 
we  are  forced  to  pay  500  millions  and  be  stripped 
of  all  our  foreign  trade.  Would  not  widespread 
starvation  be  the  least  of  the  horrors  that  would 
ensue  ? 
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